AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 
U.S. Application No. 10/099,999 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. Q67134 



REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are all the claims pending in the application. Claims 1 and 3 stand rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph. Claims 1, 2 5 5, 6, 8, 1 1, 12, 15, 19 and 20 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Rikima (U.S. 5,918,088, hereafter 
"Rikima"). Claims 3, 4, 7, 9, 10, 13, and 16-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rikima in view of Miura (U.S. 5,844,694, hereafter "Miura"). Claim 14 
stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rikima in view of Hayasaki 
(U.S. App. Pub. 2005/0225790). By this Amendment, Applicant is amending claims 1-20. 

Preliminary Matters 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for acknowledging Applicant's claim to priority under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 19 and receipt of the certified copy of the priority document. 

Applicant also thanks the Examiner for acknowledging acceptance of the drawing filed 
March 19, 2002. 

Specification Objection 

The Examiner has objected to the Specification for various informalities. The 
informalities noted by the Examiner have been corrected. Thus, withdrawal of this objection is 
respectfully requested. 

SI 12. Second ParaGraph Rejection 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1 and 3 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as 
allegedly being indefinite. The informalities noted by the Examiner have been corrected. Thus, 
withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 
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S102(b) Rejection 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 77, 12, 15, 19 and 20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Rikima (U.S. 5,918,088, hereafter "Rikima"). Applicant respectfully 
traverses. 

Claim 1 recites, in part, "a receiving component which stores the image simultaneously 
and independently when receiving a plurality of the image information simultaneously from the 
image supplying devices." Rikima teaches an image forming apparatus which receives a 
plurality of job data and page data from a computer in relation to image data, and produces an 
image based upon the job data and page data. However, Rikima fails to teach receiving the 
plurality of job and page data from a plurality of image supplying devices. For example, the 
division of a page and job header appear to stem from a common job file. Col. 10, lines 39-55. 
Thus, claim 1 should be patentable over the applied art. 

Claims 2, 5, and 6 should be patentable at least by virtue of their dependency from claim 

1. 

Claims 8, 15, and 19 contain similar limitations to those found in claim 1. Therefore, 
claims 8, 15 and 19 should be patentable for analogous reasons. Claims 11,12 and 20 should be 
patentable at least by virtue of their dependency from claims 8 and 19. 

8103(a) Rejections 

Claims 3, 4, 7, 9, 10, 13, and 16-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rikima in view of Miura (US. 5,844,694, hereafter "Miura"). Applicant 
respectfully traverses. 
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Claims 3, 4 and 7 depend from claim 1. Because Rikima fails to anticipate claim 1, and 
Miura fails to cure the defects in Rikima with regard to claim 1 , claims 3 and 4 should be 
patentable at least by virtue of their dependency from claim 1 . 

Claims 9, 10 and 13 depend from claim 8. Because Rikima fails to anticipate claim 8 5 
and Miura fails to cure the defects in Rikima with regard to claim 8, claims 9, 10 and 13 should 
be patentable at least by virtue of their dependency from claim 8. 

Claims 16-18 depend from claim 15. Because Rikima fails to anticipate claim 15, and 
Miura fails to cure the defects in Rikima with regard to claim 15, claims 16-18 should be 
patentable at least by virtue of their dependency from claim 15. 

Claim 14 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rikima in 
view of Hayasaki (U.S. App. Pub. 2005/0225790). Applicant respectfully traverses. 

Claim 14 depends from claim 8. Because Rikima fails to anticipate claim 8, and 
Hayasaki fails to cure the defects in Rikima with regard to claim 8, claim 14 should be patentable 
at least by virtue of its dependency from claim 8. 

Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 



13 



AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 
U.S. Application No. 10/099,999 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. Q67134 



The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 



23373 

CUSTOMER NUMBER 




Registration No. 41,239 



Date: March 17,2006 
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